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Pius IX is by far one of more favorite popes in modern history. If he had been in charge in the first half of the 
1900s instead of the three successors of St. Pius X, history would’ve been much different. That being said, it 
is incumbent on Christians to examine our relationship with the Jews, a people we have had a hostile 
relationship with to say the least. 


There was a very famous case of a young jewish boy who was deathly sick, so they thought, and was 
baptized secretly by one of the Catholic servants. His family, the Mortaras, lived in the Papal States at the 
time, under the reign of Pius IX. The Vatican eventually found out about this and “kidnapped” the child in 
order to have him raised as a Catholic. This was the course that was necessary: any infant baptized is a 
member of the Catholic church and certainly one baptized by a Catholic. Therefore, since his eternal 
salvation is more important than that his parents raise him, the police showed up and made sure he was 
raised Catholic. He eventually became a Catholic priest, interestingly. 


A full defense of this action was published in First Things magazine. This paragraph is perhaps the most 
fascinating of the entire piece: 
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While the Mortara case pitted Christian against Jew, it also exemplified something they share. Jews 


and Christians alike pledge a higher loyalty that they honor in ways that seem incomprehensible to the 


world. It is a secularist denial of those higher loyalties that threatens both synagogue and Church. 
Some overlooked facts help illustrate this point. As the case unfolded, the chief rabbi of Rome, 
Sabatino Scazzocchio, wrote a private letter praising “the benign and charitable nature” of Pius while 
lamenting the interference of the secular press. When Rome’s Jews were invited to join Garibaldi’s 
campaign against Pope Pius, they declined. 


Even the jews at the time understood that even though they were religious enemies of the Catholics, they 
both shared a higher principle that superseded the human: loyalty to God. You would think that any true 
Catholic would be like, no duh. Alas, enter Rod Dreher. It is worth pointing out that Dreher has been in and 


out of religions throughout his conservative career and left the mainstream Catholic church a few years ago 


over the sex abuse crisis. He wrote a piece responding to the one in First Things, which can alone be 
described as incoherent and everything wrong with religious thought. 


He starts off defining Catholic integralism and pretty much states his opposition to it: 


I'm not exactly a liberal, but it was still shocking to me to read in a mainstream journal like First Things 
an unapologetic defense of Pius IX’s actions. But there it was. And, as | blogged here yesterday, that 
same author had in a different place, published a farrago of clericalist B.S. downplaying the 
seriousness of the priest sex abuse scandal, and longing for the days when the Church had the right to 
police its own priests, and not have them compelled to answer before secular courts of justice. Pre- 
2002 Boston wasn’t an integralist polity, nor was the nation of Ireland, but both were arguably as close 
as you can get to that in the modern world, in terms of the role the Catholic Church played in public life, 
and the results were catastrophic. 


I’m not exactly a liberal, but let me make a totally liberal argument. Did Ayn Rand write this junk? The 
problem is not that the clergy have too much power, as though clergy are uniquely corrupt when they have 
power. The problem is who has power. Rod just wants the church to have less power so he cannot take 
responsibility and when 0.001% of priests inevitably misbehave because they are human, he can blame 
someone else. It’s pathetic. 


It is perfectly reasonable to point to the abuse scandal, including the way the secular world 
collaborated with the Church to sweep sex crimes against children under the rug, as an argument 
against integralism, a philosophy that would subjugate the state to the power of clerics. | can easily 
imagine myself around 1998, as a younger Catholic, full of ardor and ideology, finding the clarity and 
logic of integralism appealing, but having spent years writing about the abuse scandal, and seeing how 
terribly clerics can screw things up — not because they’re clerics, but because they are human beings, 
and their ordination does not change that — there is no way on God’s green earth | would stand for an 
integralist regime. | say that mostly as someone who wants the Church to flourish. A church that has 
too much temporal power imperils itself in a different way from a church that it completely at the mercy 
of the secular state — but imperil itself it does. 
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So, some priests only misbehave because they’re human and therefore integralism owned? What kind of 
logic is this? Some parents negligent their kids therefore parenthood owned? This makes no sense. Again, 
corruption is universal problem in human societies. Having an integralist or non-integralist state would not fix 
this, nor is it meant to. You have to have people in power who are going to root that shit out. 


Here’s the thing that is very hard to get progressives to understand: liberalism today is turning illiberal 
in a way that resembles the Papal States of Pio Nono. Many on the left don’t see it because they are 
caught up in the relentless logic of virtue. 


Robespierre was initially admired as incorruptible, because he really wasn’t in the Revolution business 
for himself, but only for principle. Yet his relentless purity got a lot of people killed before he finally lost 
his head. 


Robespierre was an extreme historical case, obviously, but his spirit is present wherever ardent 
idealists trample on basic humanity for the sake of following principle or law. This is the logic behind 
burning heretics. If it is worse to lose your eternal soul than your body, and the flourishing of heresy will 
lead to people losing their souls, then it seems reasonable to kill the heretics before they take 
uncounted numbers of souls to hell. Right? 


Like, no shit! Rod is trying to make a case against burning heretics, but winds up making the best case for it. 
Yes, if you really believe, which every Catholic must, that people losing their souls is worse than losing their 
earthly life, why wouldn't you want heretics gone? Like, does Rod not believe losing your soul is worse than 
losing your body? Apparently not. But notice, he doesn't like the logic of the fact that losing your soul is 
worse that losing your body. Why? Because despite his protestation earlier, he is a liberal. 


The same principle is playing out on the Left today, though thankfully not (yet) with physical violence. 
Progressive militants are thrilled to throw dissidents from their purity project on the metaphorical 
bonfire, torching careers and reputations for the sake of Justice. And if one protests that this or that 
person was treated unfairly, well, mistakes might be made, but maybe it’s time that the Enemy (males, 
whites, straights, religious believers, et al.) knows what it feels like to be oppressed. That’s the 
rationale. 


Okay, this is really sad. Rod is saying the left is becoming tyrannical and is using power to vanquish their 
enemies and that’s not nice. What the fuck? | mean, seriously! Why do you think the left is winning? Because 
they give Christians blowjobs? The reason the left is wining is precisely because they understand that you 
have to use power to get rid of your enemies (e.g. dis-empower and malign them). What Rod wants to do is 
sit in a room and jerk them off while agreeing to disagree about tax policy. No wonder the right loses all the 
damn time: it’s because of weaklings like Dreher who refuse to use power and state violence to get anything 
done. And then it gets bad: 


| have no doubt that there are more than a few progressives who read the controversy over Edgardo 
Mortara’s case and are rightly appalled, but who would tomorrow cheer the State for removing a child 
deemed transgender by experts from the home of his Christian parents who disagree. 


3/5 


Based on his outrage at the left putting their beliefs into action, | presume he would be horrified if the papal 
states took away a Christian kid from its gay parents? Dreher then quotes someone from a screenshot who 
decries that young people are rigorists who don’t apply the law with mercy. First of all, mercy is the relaxation 
of justice for a reasonable cause. Mercy is not supposed to supplant justice for the sake of some higher 
liberal cause. Second, the jewish kid in this story became a priest! Funny Dreher doesn’t seem concerned 
that the end result was the best one one could hope for. And now, it gets really, really bad: 


As a Christian, | believe the greatest good for all men is that they accept Jesus Christ, and be fully 
reconciled to God through Him. But to force that belief on others would be wicked. Pope John Paul II 
said that the Church proposes; she does not impose. That is the ideal we must follow, though 
obviously Christians did not do so in the past. Though it cannot be an open-ended proposition, we 
have to accept the right of others to be wrong. That is a principle of, well, liberalism, and it’s why I, 
personally, struggle with what | see as liberalism’s eventual demise into authoritarianism. 


But you don’t believe the greatest good is what you say it is, Rod, because if you did, your moral compass 
would be informed by it above all else. But it is not. Forcing your beliefs on others? Ever heard of a 
compelling argument? Isn’t evangelization all about making such a logical argument that your listener is in a 
way forced into accepting it? Btw, fuck antipope JPII. | love the “Christians didn’t do so in the past”. Really 
Rod? For two-thousand years, Christians got it all wrong, but then along comes Rod Dreher to set them 
straight. St. Pius X was right: the chief vice of the modernists is pride. 


The right of others to be wrong? The object of any right is a good. You can never have the right to do 
something wrong, since God is the author and guarantor of all rights, and if the object of a right could be an 
evil, it would make God the author of evil, which is impossible. Notice that Dreher said a few paragraphs ago 
that he isn’t a liberal, then annunciates the “principle of liberalism” as he calls it, namely, affirming the right of 
others to be wrong, as a good! So, if you are upholding the “principle of liberalism” as the ultimate good in 
your worldview, aren't you a liberal? Yes. 


The persistence of the Jews in the modern world is a sign of God’s presence. Percy was a believing 
Catholic, certainly, but he also considered the Jews among us as a sign. Perhaps in the Mortara case, 
they are a sign of the Christian capacity for wisdom, justice, and mercy — or the lack thereof. 


Maybe, maybe not. What | know for sure is that whenever I see real anti-Semitism, whether it comes 
from the Left or the Right, | hear the sound of jackboots, and | know who and where the enemy is. 


And...there it is. Anyone who supports the decision the Pope made, is a Nazi. That is presumably what he is 
referencing when he says jackboots. No Rod. Your enemy is not those who oppose jews. It’s those who 
oppose Christianity. And since you oppose Christianity, as you've clearly proven in this piece, that means 
you! 


UPDATE: | should probably clarify that | am not saying that everyone who supports the Pope’s decision 
in the Mortara case is therefore an anti-Semite. 
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What a piece of shit Rod is. You just said the decision was antisemitic. Make up your mind. But he can’t 
because his brain has been rattled by liberalism, which is his highest principle. And now | have a headache. 
Regardless, the Pope was right and Rod is a moron. Pius IX was willing to use the power of the Church and 
State and won. If he would’ve listened to Rod, that kid probably would've lost his soul. Time to stop listening 
to the liberal Rod Dreher and start excising liberalism from your morality. 
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